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DETAILED ACTION 

• Applicant's Amendment filed 1 2/1 8/2006 is acknowledged. 

• Claims 1,3,6,8,11,16 and 18 have been amended. 

• Claims 2,7 and 12 have been cancelled. 

• Claims 1 ,3-6,8-1 1 and 1 3-1 8 are pending. 

Claim Objections 

1 . Claim 9 is objected to because of the following informalities: "predefines" should 
be "predefined". Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

2. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of 
matter, or any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the 
conditions and requirements of this title. 

Claims 11-17 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because the claimed invention is 
directed to non-statutory subject matter. The claims fail to meet the criteria set in the 
Interim Guidelines for Examination of Patent Application for Patent Subject Matter 
Eligibility 

(http://www.uspto.gov/web/offices/pac/dapp/opla/preognotice/guidelines101_20051026. 
pdf), which state a program of instructions is non-statutory, unless claimed as 
"computer-readable medium encoded with a computer program". 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of 
making and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

2. Claims 1,3-6,8-11 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the enablement requirement. The claim(s) contains subject 
matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to enable one 
skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make 
and/or use the invention. 

The specification does not adequately disclose how the 
method/system/device of claims 1,6, and 11 operate. The method/system/device 
of how a substitute filter is identified is not adequately disclosed. 

The process of matching the pre-written filter files with the specifically, 
written filter as claimed in claims 1 ,3,6,8 and 1 1 is not defined in the 
specifications, nor is a pre-defined test for carrying out this process. 

The predefined set of criteria in claims 4,9,14 and 18 is not supported in 
the specifications. 

Searching for identified defined features, as recited in claims 5,10, and 15, 
is not supported in the specifications. 

Claims 13,16 and 17 are rejected because they depend from rejected 

claims. 
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3. Claims 1,3-6,8-11 and 13-18 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, 
as failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
subject matter which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one skilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the time the 
application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

As amended, claims 1 ,6 and 1 1 recite "a set of a plurality of pre-written 
router filters" and "matching each of the plurality of pre-written filters, one at a 
time." After carefully examining the instant disclosure, the examiner respectfully 
submits that support for this amendment is lacking and the addition of said 
limitation is new matter. The specification discloses a new specifically written 
filter, but there is no comparison made with regards to the pre-written filter being 
written before the specifically written filter. 

As previously amended, claim 16 recites "loading both said identified one 
of the pre-written filters and said specifically written filter onto the router." After 
carefully examining the instant disclosure, the examiner respectfully submits that 
support for this amendment is lacking and the addition of said limitation is new 
matter. The specification discloses a new specifically written filter, but there is no 
comparison made with regards to the pre-written filter being written before the 
specifically written filter. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

4. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

5. Claims 1,3-6,8-11 and 13-18 (as best understood) are rejected under 35 
U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Hong (US App. 2004/0213233). 

Re claims 1,6,11 and 13: 

Hong discloses providing a set of a plurality of pre-written filters within one 
or more files (Fig. 9 ref.S905 where the routes in the network topology information 
are a "set of a plurality of pre-written filters"). 

Hong further discloses providing a router filter written specifically for the 
router (Fig. 9 S905 where the routes in the previous routing table is a "filter written 
specifically"). 

Hong further discloses running a program on a computer. to identify a pre- 
written filter as a substitute for the specifically written filter (Fig. 9 ref.S905 where 
the routing table is reconstructed to replace the previous "written filter" and the 
routes in the network topology ("pre-written filter") are used to identify some of 
the routes on the topology to substitute and Para.[0033] where all possible routes 
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are computed and the routes kept from the previous topology are routes that 
match the specifically written filter). 

Hong further discloses identifying the substitute pre-written filter by 
matching each of the plurality of pre-written filters, one at a time, with the 
specifically written filter to determine which pre-written filter most closely 
matches, according to a defined test, the specifically written filter (Para.[0033] 
The formation of the routing table is implemented by a bounded flooding routing 
algorithm (BFRA). The algorithm computes all possible routing entries which 
exist between the transfer and receiving point and compares with the routing 
table; where the BFRA is the defined test). 

Hong further discloses loading the identified pre-written filter onto the 
router (Fig.9 ref.S907 where the compared routes that are kept from the old 
topology are pre-written filters that are found to match the specifically written 
filter). 

Hong further discloses using one of the pre-written filters to determine how 
the router routes data (Fig.9 ref S907 where a router uses routes to route data). 
Re claims 3-5,8-10,14, and 15: 

Hong discloses running a computer program to identify which one of the 
pre-written filters most closely matches the specifically written filter, according to 
a pre-defined test and criteria or features (Abstract "The present invention 
performs BFRA (bounded Flooding Routing Algorithm) on a network topology 
information provided by a network management system to form a routing table" 
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where the criteria (or feature) is the cost of the link and the cost is calculated and 
then used). 
Re claim 16: 

Hong discloses loading both the identified pre-written and specifically 
written filter onto the router (Fig. 9 S905 and Fig.9 ref.S907 where both are 
stored). 
Re claim 17: 

Hong discloses a group of individuals providing a plurality of router filters 
written specifically for the router (Para. [0004] "it is needed to provide various yes 
distinguished services from other existing services to meet a user's expectations" 
where the specifically written filter is based on provided user expectations). 

Hong further discloses identifying for each specifically written filter a match 
in the pre-written filter (Abstract "The present invention performs BFRA (bounded 
Flooding Routing Algorithm) on a network topology information provided by a 
network management system to form a routing table"). 

Hong further discloses the pre-defined set of criteria being determined at 
the time the program is run and by a group of individuals (Para. [0004] "it is 
needed to provide various yes distinguished services from other existing services 
to meet a user's expectations" where the user's expectations are used in the 
criteria). 
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Re claim 18: 

Hong discloses the loading step including loading one of the pre-written 
filters onto the router (Para. [0033] where the routes from the previous topology 
that remain are loaded into the router). 

Response to Arguments 

6. Applicant's arguments filed 7/20/2006 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

In the remarks on pg. 10-11, Applicant contends that the specifications 
enables the claims rejected under 112 1 st paragraph. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. An enablement rejection stands 
because "The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, 
and of the manner and process of making and using it, in such full, clear, and 
concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same 
and shall set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his 
invention." The specification fails to adequately disclose the above stated 
limitations. 

In the remarks on pg.12, Applicant contends that Hong does not match a 
plurality of pre-written filers to the specifically written filter to determine which pre- 
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written filter most closely matches, according to a test, the specifically written 
filter. 

The Examiner respectfully disagrees. In Hong, all possible routes are 
compared to routes in a routing table (see Hong Para. [0033]). The BFRA is the 
defined test used to determine the pre-written filter that most closely matches the 
specifically written filter. 

Conclusion 

7. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure. Hariguchi (US App.2002/0080798) show replacing a route. 
Bourgart (US App. 2004/0105441) shows substituting a reserved routing address for 
another routing address. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Mohammad S. Adhami whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8615. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Friday 8-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Hassan Kizou can be reached on (571)272-3088. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

MSA 3/24/2007 




